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It was from 1989 to 2001, the years after the fall of the Berlin wall and the end of the Soviet 
empire, when the modern world in our current era has been at a turning point. 


The USA have remained as the single great power in the world and had been given the 
opportunity to re-design her geostrategies. 


The EU member states had just signed the Maastricht Treaty putting France in the EU's 
driver's seat and commencing the transfer of Germany's economic and financial resources 
to the EU, as a progressively centralised unitary state. 


China has been in the wake of her second great leap forward, this time at a global scale, 
with the policies promoted through the leadership of Deng Xiao Ping opening the country 
and leading it into participation in the capitalist race for technological and economic 
development. 


It was in these decisive decades of modern history that the EU started to design her foreign 
policy. Historically the EU has developed her internal policies through a partnership 
process under leadership of the Member States. The principal of partnership was also 
guiding the first steps of the EU in the arena of international politics. The EU promoted 
herself as a role model for regional integration on all continents, inspiring regional 
communities such as Mercosur, SADC or ASEAN. In this role the EU had gained a high 
reputation among many countries in the world as a union of peacefully united states 
cooperating for inclusive social and economic development.* 


This partnership principle has worked well until the event of 2001 and the determination of 
the US to go for world hegemony against the rest of the world. In the perspective of the 
“chessboard”, on which US foreign policies are played, this implied the need to align the EU 
and her member states completely with the US foreign policy interests. 


The final blow for a sovereign EU foreign policy came with the financial crisis of 2007/08, 
when the US foreign policy has come definitely under domination of global finance and the 
industrial-military complex. The USA have been the winner of this crisis taking all the spoils 
and socializing the losses through the EU and her member states. It is significant that it was 
in 2009, that the EU created her foreign service RELEX and nominated her first single 
representative in the arena of foreign affairs.” It may not be without significance either, that 
RELEX has been created through fusion of the EU institution of international trade and EU 
development policies. This implies that the EU was increasingly combining her economic 


+ An important event during this period has been the “Barcelona declaration” adopted at the Euro- 
Mediterranean Conference - 27-28/11/95. This declaration has been a milestone in the process of 
neighborhood policies, driven by France as a follow-up of the Maastricht Treaty at the international level. It is a 
demonstration for our argument that a sovereign EU policy is feasible, in principle. 

2? For more details on the processes of EU internal structuring and institutionalization of RELEX, ref. 


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Directorate-General for External Relations . 
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interests with her foreign policy. Internally, the creation of EU RELEX has been driven by the 
UK and her global economic and political interests.3 


From this time on, the EU initiated and continuously strengthened her policies of 
association of countries in the EU periphery through the conclusion of “partnership 
agreements”. At the beginning and by intention, these partnership processes have been 
driven by the EU to promote her role and specific European interests in the arena of 
international policy. However, these agreements have progressively been aligned with US 
foreign policy interests. More and more, the EU foreign policy and the military policy of 
Nato have been aligned. 


In conclusion, we understand that the EU has wasted a great opportunity in the years 
after 1991 to pursue an autonomous foreign policy of partnership and playing the role 
model for regional integration in the world. 


War as a chance for the end of linear foreign policy in the EU 


During the past decades since 2001, the EU and her leading nations, such as France, 
Germany, Italy and the UK, did not see any chance to escape the domination of US capital 
and the industrial military complex. Even institutions as primordial for EU interests, such as 
the European Central Bank (ECB), have been aligned with US interests and staffed with 
personnel trained in the banks and financial institutions in the USA. The transatlantic 
institutions, associations and lobbying groups, headed nowadays by the WEF and the US 
Council of Foreign Relations, did their best to align EU industries, capital and foreign 
policies along with Nato interests, dominated by the USA. 


There was no escape for the EU. The price of opposition against this domination by the USA 
would have been too high, in particular economically. Dependency has been too strong to 
even think of a sovereign EU policy in the international arena. The fatal consequence of this 
dependency has become extremely obvious with the US-driven wars and attempts for 
regime change in Iraq, Syria and Libya. This process of the US hegemon using her EU 
vassals for his interests has been topped now with the war in Ukraine, which is a war 
pursued by the US and delegated to the EU partners in Nato. In fact, the USA are selling 
their arms, reaping the profits and waiting for the EU to destabilize Russia to facilitate for 
US dominated finance institutions to enter Russia at large scale enabling them to buy up the 
seemingly unlimited natural resources under the Russian soil and the Arctic. 


This war in Ukraine opens however a new opportunity of the EU to change her foreign 
policies, in particular to leave her status of dependency of the USA behind and to regain her 
sovereignty. 


The point is clear: over the past decades, the EU states and nations and their major 
industrial and financial interest groups rightly considered steps against US domination a 
sacrilege and a crime against their own interests. All the EU nations are members in the 


3 It is certainly not by chance that the and the first persons heading the EU foreign service have been Mr. 
Sullivan (DG RELEX) and Lady Ashton (RELEX as European External Action Service (EEAS). 

* This has been a process lasting over several decades and culminating in the EU policies supporting US 
interests during the “Arab spring” and aligning in the wars and support to regime changes in countries such as 
Egypt, Syria and Libya. 
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World Economic Forum (WEF), acclaiming the policies of US big tech and their global funds 
and aligning with their foreign policy interests. 


The situation has changed now with the open war in Ukraine. The EU nations and their 
major industrial and financial interest groups may start to perceive that the price they are 
paying for their loyalty to the USA is too high. Through this war, the EU nations are losing 
power, as well as international status and reputation. The economic and social costs of the 
war in Ukraine are devastating for Europe, while they still seem to be a blessing for the 
USA in their pursuit of happiness and national interests. 


Overall, we are not optimistic. However, in this extreme situation of an open war in Europe, 
self-perception, even of nations is challenged and may profoundly change the perception of 
national interest. Even if we are not optimistic, we have to seize any chance leading us out 
of this deadlock of a foreign policy of competition, confrontation and war, in which US 
foreign policies and interests have led us. 


The key to turn EU foreign policy around and bring it back on the track to a policy of 
partnership can only come from a strong leadership to counter US dominance. It seems to 
be an irony of European history that only Russia is demonstrating this stature of leadership 
required to change the detrimental course of EU foreign policies. 


The USA are playing out the cards of Nato and the dilution of European national powers in 
the EU institutions. These EU institutions have internally set a process in motion, where 
power does not have a European center anymore and is hence extremely vulnerable to 
foreign interference. 


A dangerous gradual shift in European policy is underway with a process of increasing 
pluralization of agencies in the EU. European foreign policy is increasingly being delegated 
to the remit of agencies, so that officials are increasingly acting as diplomats. For example, 
Frontex — which is responsible for controlling and securing Europe's external borders — is 
now concluding contracts with foreign governments, and Europol is seeking international 
agreements with countries such as Colombia or Turkey. This pluralization of agencies, 
called “RELEX-Agencification” has important consequences, because this increasing 
"agency fever" inside of the EU bureaucratic apparatuses is operating independently of 
national framework conditions. This means that the EU Member States do not exercise 
any control over these agencies and their actions. 


Looking at this phenomenon of “RELEX-Agencification” from the perspective of EU 
“Agency Freedom, Security and Justice” (AFSJ), it becomes clear that scope and influence 
of EU political leaders and institutions (e. g. Members of the European Parliament, officials 
of the European Commission, representatives of Member States) on this institutional 
development inside of the EU is out of control. Worse, it is open to external influence, which 
again is not controlled by any EU instance of power and control. As more and more agencies 
are set up across the EU to resolve foreign policy issues, there is growing concern even 
inside the EU and her institutions about the unfettered power and influence of these 
agencies.® 


5 Ref. https://cordis.europa.eu/article/id/202192-the-rise-of-agencification-in-the-eu/de 
and https://cordis.europa.eu/project/id/321426/de 


